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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states, 

2. Claims .1. 4, 7-11, 15-22, 26, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Otsuki et al. (US 6,267,51 9). 

3. Regarding Claim 1 , Otsuki et al discloses a print control apparatus comprising: a 
parameter acceptance unit for accepting a parameter used for trial print for each mode 
of the trial print (Fig. 22, printing mode) (col. 13, lines 7-21); and a trial print instruction 
unit for instructing a print unit to execute the trial print in each mode in accordance with 
the accepted parameter (Fig. 23, S31) (test pattern is printed) (col. 16,Jines 15-25). 

4. Regarding Claim 4, Otsuki et al discloses a print control method comprising: 
accepting a parameter used for trial print for each mode of the trial print (Fig. 22, 
printing mode) (col. 13, lines 7-21); and instructing the trial print to be executed in each 
mode in accordance with the accepted parameter (test pattern is printed) (col. 16, lines 
15-25). 

5. Regarding Claim 7, Otsuki et al discloses an image processing system 
comprising: a processing requesting device for requesting an image processing 
(computer 88); and a processing execution device for executing the requested image 
processing (printer 20), wherein: the processing requesting device includes: a 
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registration requesting unit for requesting the processing execution device to register 
the processing requesting device for a trial processing for trying the image processing of 
the processing execution device (positional deviation during bi-directional printing 
adjusted using the head ID) (col. 10, lines 30-31); and a processing requesting unit for 
requesting the processing execution device to perform the trial processing (printer 20 is 
instructed to print out a test pattern) (col. 10, lines 34-36); and the processing execution 
device includes: a registration unit for executing the requested registration (head ID); 
and a trial processing execution unit for executing the trial processing requested by the 
registered processing requesting device (test pattern printed) (col. 10, lines 32-57). 

6. Regarding Claim 8, Otsuki et al discloses an image processing system, wherein: 
the trial processing is set to have the same processing range as that of the image 
processing (relative correction values, A=0) (col. 1 1 , lines 4-23); the processing 
execution device further includes a trial processing range setting unit for setting the 
processing range of the trial processing (positional deviation correction section) (col. 1 1 , 
lines 23-59); and the processing requesting unit of the processing requesting device 
requests the processing execution device to perform the trial processing included in the 
set processing range (bidirectional printing) (col. 1 1 , lines 4-22). 

7. Regarding Claim 9, Otsuki et al discloses an image processing system, wherein: 
the trial processing is set to have a different processing range from that of the image 
processing (relative correction values, A^O) (col. 1 1 , lines 4-23); the processing 
execution device further includes a trial processing range setting unit for setting the 
processing range of the trial processing (positional deviation correction section) (col. 1 1 , 
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lines 23-59); and tlie processing requesting unit of the processing requesting device 
requests the processing execution device to perform the trial processing included in the 
set processing range (bidirectional printing) (col. 1 1 , lines 4-22). 

8. Regarding Claim 10, Otsuki et a! discloses an image processing system, wherein 
the processing requesting device further includes a display unit for displaying a 
message indicating that the requested trial processing is beyond the processing range 
(printer driver input interface screen) (col. 10, lines 66-67). 

9. Regarding Claim 1 1 , Otsuki et al discloses an image processing system, wherein 
the trial processing execution unit of the processing execution device executes the 
requested trial processing within the set processing range (bidirectional printing) (col. 
11, lines 4-22). 

10. Regarding Claim 15, Otsuki et al discloses an image processing system, 
wherein: first points are set to the trial processing (test pattern) (col. 10, lines 32-38); 
second points are set to the registered processing requesting device (deviation 
adjustment numbers) (col. 10, lines 45-57); the processing execution device further 
includes a subtraction unit for subtracting the first points set to the executed trial 
processing from the second points set to the registered processing requesting device 
every time the requested trial processing is executed (relative correction value A) (col. 

11. lines 4-22); and the processing execution unit executes the trial processing 
requested by the processing requesting device corresponding to the second point 
during the second points are left (printing carried out wile using the relative correction 
values) (col. 1 1 , lines 4-22). 
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1 1 . Regarding Claim 16, Otsuki et a! discloses a processing requesting device 
(computer 88) in an image processing system including the processing requesting 
device for requesting an image processing and a processing execution device (printer 
20) for executing the requested image processing (printer 20 is instructed to print out a 
test pattern) (col. 10, lines 34-36), the processing requesting device comprising: a 
registration requesting unit for requesting the processing execution device to register 
the processing requesting device for a trial processing for trying the image processing of 
the processing execution device (positional deviation during bi-directional printing 
adjusted using the head ID) (col. 10, lines 30-31); and a processing requesting unit for 
requesting the processing execution device to perform the trial processing (printer 20 is 
instructed to print out a test pattern) (col. 10, lines 34-36). 

12. Regarding Claim 17, Otsuki et al disclose a processing requesting device, 
wherein: the trial processing is set to have the same processing range as that of the 
image processing (relative correction values, A=0) (col. 11, lines 4-23); and the 
processing requesting unit of the processing requesting device requests the processing 
execution device to perform the trial processing included in the set processing range 
(bidirectional printing) (col. 1 1 , lines 4-22). 

13. Regarding Claim 18, Otsuki et al disclose a processing requesting device, 
wherein: the trial processing is set to have a different processing range from that of the 
image processing (relative correction values, Ai^O) (col. 11 , lines 4-23); and the 
processing requesting unit of the processing requesting device requests the processing 
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execution device to perform the trial processing included in the set processing range 
(bidirectional printing) (col. 11, lines 4-22). 

14. Regarding Claim 19, Otsuki et al disclose a processing requesting device, further 
comprising: a display unit for displaying a message indicating that the requested trial 
processing is beyond the processing range (printer driver input interface screen) (col. 
10, lines 66-67). 

15. Regarding claim 20, Otsuki et a! discloses a processing execution device in an 
image processing system including a processing requesting unit for requesting an 
image processing (computer 88) and the processing execution device for executing the 
requested image processing (printer 20), the processing execution device comprising: a 
registration unit for registering the processing requesting device for a trial processing 
(head ID); and a trial processing execution unit for executing the trial processing 
requested by the registered processing requesting device (printer 20 is instructed to 
print out a test pattern) (col. 10, lines 34-36). 

16. Regarding Claim 21 , Otsuki et al disclose a processing execution device, 
wherein: the trial processing is set to have the same processing range as that of the 
image processing (relative correction values, A=0) (col. 1 1 , lines 4-23); and the trial 
processing execution unit executes the requested trial processing within the set 
processing range (bidirectional printing) (col. 11, lines 4-22). 

17. Regarding Claim 22, Otsuki et al disclose a processing execution device, 
wherein: the trial processing is set to have a different processing range from that of the 
image processing (relative correction values, A^O) (col. 11, lines 4-23); and the trial 
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processing execution unit executes the requested trial processing within the set 
processing range (bidirectional printing) (col. 11, lines 4-22). 

18. Regarding Claim 26, Otsuki et al disclose a processing execution device, further 
comprising: a subtraction unit, wherein: first points are set to the trial processing (test 
pattern) (col. 10, lines 32-38) second points are set to the registered processing 
requesting device (deviation adjustment numbers) (cpl. 10, lines 45-57) the subtraction 
unit subtracts the first points set to the executed trial processing from the second points 
set to the registered processing requesting device every time the requested trial 
processing is executed (relative correction value A) (col. 1 1 , lines 4-22) and the trial 
processing execution unit executes the trial processing requested by the processing 
requesting device corresponding to the second points during the second points are left 
(printing carried out wile using the relative correction values) (col. 11, lines 4-22). 

19. Regarding Claim 27, Otsuki et al discloses an image processing method 
comprising: requesting to register a first device for a trial processing for trying an image 
processing (positional deviation during bi-directional printing adjusted using the head 
ID) (col. 10, lines 30-31); requesting to execute the trial processing (printer 20 is 
instructed to print out a test pattern) (col. 10, lines 34-36); register the requested first 
device (head ID; and executing the requested trial processing (test pattern printed) (col. 
10, lines 32-57). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

20. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

21 . Claims 2, 3, 5, and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Otsuki et al. in view of Usui (US 6,629,753). 

22. Regarding Claim 2, Otsuki et al teaches a print control apparatus, wherein: the 
parameter acceptance unit accepts a trial print parameter for a color print mode (Fig. 
22, color printing) and a trial print parameter for a monochrome print mode (Fig. 22, 
monochrome printing); the trial print instruction unit instructs the print unit to execute 
trial print in the color print mode and trial print in the monochrome print mode in 
accordance with the accepted trial print parameter for the color print mode and the 
accepted trial print parameter for the monochrome print mode (Fig. 22, print) (col. 13, 
lines 7-21). 

Otsuki et al fails to teach a print control apparatus, further comprising: an 
accounting unit, wherein: the accounting unit performs an accounting processing on the 
basis of the trial print parameter for the color print mode when the trial print is executed 
in the color print mode; and the accounting unit performs the accounting processing on 
the basis of the trial print parameter for the monochrome print mode when the trial print 
is executed in the monochrome print mode. 

Usui teaches a print control apparatus, further comprising: an accounting unit 
(printing fee calculation unit included management unit 10 and may be included in each 
station 20) (col. 10, lines 8-10), wherein: the accounting unit performs an accounting 
processing on the basis of the trial print parameter for the color print mode when the 
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trial print is executed (test printing of printing data) in tlie color print mode (prior to 
printing of the printing data, management unit calculated estimated printing fee) (col. 12, 
lines 19-30); and the accounting unit performs the accounting processing on the basis 
of the trial print parameter for the monochrome print mode when the trial print is 
executed (test printing of printing data) in the monochrome print mode (prior to printing 
of the printing data, management unit calculated estimated printing fee) (col. 12, lines 
19-30). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Otsuki with the teaching of Usui to 
calculate a printing fee based on monochrome or color printing. 
23. Regarding Claim 3, Otsuki et a! teaches an accounting apparatus comprising: a 
parameter retention unit for retaining a trial print parameter for a color print mode (Fig. 
22, color printing) and a trial print parameter for a monochrome print mode (Fig, 22, 
monochrome printing) (col. 13, lines 7-21). 

Otsuki et al fails to teach an accounting apparatus comprising: an accounting 
unit, wherein: the accounting unit performs an accounting processing on the basis of the 
trial print parameter for the color print mode when a trial print is executed in the color 
print mode; and the accounting unit performs the accounting processing on the basis of 
the trial print parameter for the monochrome print mode when the trial print is executed 
in the monochrome print mode. 

Usui teaches an accounting apparatus comprising: an accounting unit, wherein: 
the accounting unit performs an accounting processing on the basis of the trial print 
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parameter for the color print mode when a trial print is executed (test printing of printing 
data) in the color print mode (prior to printing of the printing data, management unit 
calculated estimated printing fee) (col. 12, lines 19-30); and the accounting unit 
performs the accounting processing on the basis of the trial print parameter for the 
monochrome print mode when the trial print is executed (test printing of printing data) in 
the monochrome print mode (prior to printing of the printing data, management unit 
calculated estimated printing fee) (col. 12, lines 19-30). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachingis of Otsuki with the teaching of Usui to 
calculate a printing fee based on monochrome or color printing. 
24. Regarding Claim 5, Otsuki et al teaches a print control method, further 
comprising: executing an accounting processing, wherein: in the accepting of the 
parameter, a trial print parameter for a color print mode and a trial print parameter for a 
monochrome print mode are accepted (Fig. 22, color printing and monochrome 
printing); in the instructing of the trial print, trial print in the color print mode and trial print 
in the monochrome print mode are executed in accordance with the accepted trial print 
parameter for the color print mode and the accepted trial print parameter for the 
monochrome print mode (Fig. 22, print) (col. 13, lines 7-21). 

Otsuki et al fail to teach a print control method, wherein: the accounting 
processing is executed on the basis of the trial print parameter for the color print mode 
when the trial print is executed in the color print mode; and the accounting processing is 
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executed on the basis of the trial print parameter for the monochrome print mode when 
the trial print is executed in the monochrome print mode. 

Usui teaches a print control method, wherein: the accounting processing is 
executed on the basis of the trial print parameter for the color print mode (test printing of 
printing data) when the trial print is executed in the color print mode; and the accounting 
processing is executed on the basis of the trial print parameter for the monochrome 
print mode (test printing of printing data) when the trial print is executed in the 
monochrome print mode (prior to printing of the printing data, management unit 
calculated estimated printing fee) (col. 12, lines 19-30). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Otsuki with the teaching of Usui to 
calculate a printing fee based on monochrome or color printing. 
25. Regarding Claim 6, Otsuki et al teaches an accounting method comprising: 
retaining a trial print parameter for a color print mode and a trial print parameter for a 
monochrome print mode (Fig. 22, color printing and monochrome printing) (col. 13, lines 
7-21). 

Otsuki et al fails to teach an accounting method comprising: executing an 
accounting processing on the basis of the trial print parameter for the color print mode 
when a trial print is executed in the color print mode; executing the accounting 
processing on the basis of the trial print parameter for the monochrome print mode 
when the trial print is executed in the monochrome print mode. 
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Usui teaches an accounting method comprising: executing an accounting 
processing on the basis of the trial print parameter for the color print mode when a trial 
print is executed (test printing of printing data) in the color print mode (prior to printing of 
the printing data, management unit calculated estimated printing fee) (col. 12, lines 19- 
30); executing the accounting processing on the basis of the trial print parameter for the 
monochrome print mode when the trial print is executed (test printing of printing data)in 
the monochrome print mode (prior to printing of the printing data, management unit 
calculated estimated printing fee) (col. 12, lines 19-30). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Otsuki with the teaching of Usui to 
calculate a printing fee based on monochrome or color printing. 

26. Claims 12-14 and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Otsuki et al. in view of Thormodsen et al. (US 2004/0075866). 

27. Regarding Claim 12, Otsuki et al fails to teach an image processing system, 
wherein: an additional image is set in the trial processing; and the trial processing 
execution unit of the processing execution device adds the set additional image to 
image data provided as a result of the trial processing. 

Thormodsen et al teaches an image processing system, wherein: an additional 
image is set in the trial processing (insertion of image); and the trial processing 
execution unit of the processing execution device adds the set additional image to 
image data provided as a result of the trial processing (printing the test image) (pages 3 
and 4, paragraph [0034]). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Otsuki with the teaching of 
Thormodsen to print test image with the additional image prior determine whether the 
image fits into the template. 

28. Regarding Claim 13, Otsuki et a! fails to teach an image processing system, 
further comprising: a position designation unit for accepting designation of a position of 
the additional image, wherein: the trial processing execution unit adds the set additional 
image to the image data provided as the result of the trial processing at the designated 
position. 

Thormodsen et al teaches an image processing system, further comprising: a 
position designation unit for accepting designation of a position of the additional image 
(user arranges images in the template) (page 3, paragraph [0028]), wherein: the trial 
processing execution unit adds the set additional inriage to the image data provided as 
the result of the trial processing at the designated position (printing the test image) 
(pages 3 and 4, paragraph [0034]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Otsuki with the teaching of 
Thormodsen to print test image with the additional image prior determine whether the 
image fits into the template. 

29. Regarding Claim 14, Otsuki et al fails to teach an image processing system, 
further comprising: a search unit for searching for an optimum position of the additional 
image, wherein: the trial processing execution unit adds the set additional image to the 
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image data provided as the result of the trial processing at the position found as a result 
of the searching. 

Thormodsen et al teaches an image processing system, further comprising: a 
search unit for searching for an optimum position of the additional image (manipulation 
of images within the template) (page 3, paragraph [0028]), wherein: the trial processing 
execution unit adds the set additional image to the image data provided as the result of 
the trial processing at the position found as a result of the searching (printing the test 
image) (pages 3 and 4, paragraph [0034]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Otsuki with the teaching of 
Thormodsen to print test image with the additional image prior determine whether the 
image fits into the template. 

30. Regarding Claim 23, Otsuki fails to teach a processing execution device, 
wherein: an additional image is set in the trial processing; and the trial processing 
execution unit adds the set additional image to image data provided as a result of the 
trial processing. 

Thormodsen et al teaches a processing execution device, wherein: an additional 
image is set in the trial processing (insertion of image); and the trial processing 
execution unit adds the set additional image to image data provided as a result of the 
trial processing (printing the test image) (pages 3 and 4, paragraph [0034]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Otsuki with the teaching of 
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Thormodsen to print test image with the additional image prior determine whether the 
image fits into the template. 

31 . Regarding Claim 24 Otsuki fails to teach a processing execution device, further 
comprising: a position designation unit for accepting designation of a position of the 
additional image, wherein: the trial processing execution unit adds the set additional 
image to the image data provided as the result of the trial processing at the designated 
position. 

Thormodsen et al teaches a processing execution device, further comprising: a 
position designation unit for accepting designation of a position of the additional image 
(user arranges images in the template) (page 3, paragraph [0028]), wherein: the trial 
processing execution unit adds the set additional image to the image data provided as 
the result of the trial processing at the designated position (printing the test image) 
(pages 3 and 4, paragraph [0034]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Otsuki with the teaching of 
Thormodsen to print test image with the additional image prior determine whether the 
image fits into the template. 

32. Regarding Claim 25, Otsuki fails to teach a processing execution device, further 
comprising: a search unit for searching for an optimum position of the additional image, 
wherein: the trial processing execution unit adds the set added image to image data 
provided as a result of the trial processing at a position found as the result of the 
searching. 
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Thormodsen et al teaches a processing execution device, further comprising: a 
search unit for searching for an optimum position of the additional image (manipulation 
of images within the template) (page 3, paragraph [0028]), wherein: the trial processing 
execution unit adds the set added image to image data provided as a result of the trial 
processing at a position found as the result of the searching (printing the test image) 
(pages 3 and 4, paragraph [0034]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Otsuki with the teaching of 
Thormodsen to print test image with the additional image prior determine whether the 
image fits into the template. 

Conclusion 

33. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

34. Muramoto (US 7,006,691) discloses a profile correction apparatus for correcting 
a color profile defining a coordinate conversion among a plurality of color spaces. 

Contact Information 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Satwant K. Singh whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7468. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday Sam - 
4:30pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 000. 
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